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Incoming letter dated January 6, 2009
Dear Mr. Aaronson:

This is in response to your letter dated January 6, 2009 concerning the shareholder
proposal submitted to Comcast by John Kornelakis and Angeline Kornelakis. Our
response is attached to the enclosed photocopy of your correspondence. By doing this,
we avoid having to recite or sunmunarize the facts set forth in the correspondence. Copies
of all of the correspondence also will be provided to the proponents.

In connection with this matter, your attention is directed to the enclosure, which
sets forth a brief discussion of the Division’s informal procedures regarding shareholder

proposals.
Sincerely,
PROCESS:
MAR 2 2009 Heather L. Maples
2 :Cr.r: é: ' Kiﬂ?:}o Senior Speciat Counsel
Enclosures

cc: John Kormelakis
Angeline Kornelakis

*** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 ***



February 6, 2009

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

Re:  Comcast Corporation

Incoming letter dated January 6, 2009
The proposal relates to compensation.

There appears to be some basis for your view that Comcast may exclude the
proposal under rule 14a-8(b). Rule 14a-8(b) requires a proponent to provide a written
statement that the proponent intends to hold its company stock through the date of the
shareholder meeting. It appears that the proponents failed to provide this statement
within 14 calendar days from the date the proponents received Comcast’s request under
rule 14a-8(f). Accordingly, we will not recommend enforcement action to the
Commission if Comcast omits the proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on
rule 14a-8(b). In reaching this position, we have not found it necessary to address the
alternative bases for omission upon which Comcast relies.

Siﬁcerely,

Michael J. Reedich
Special Counsel



DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

The Division of Corporation Finaunce believes that its responsibility with respect to
matters arising under Rule 14a-8 [17 CFR 240.14a-8], as with other matters under the proxy
rules, is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions |

‘and to determine, initially, whether or not it may be appropriate in a particular matter to

recommend enforcement action to the Commission. In connection with a sharebolder proposal
under Rule 14a-8, the Division’s staff considers the information furnished to it by the Company
in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Company’s proxy materials, as well
as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponent’s representatwe

Although Rule 14a-8(k) does not require any communications from shareholders to the
Commission’s staff, the staff will always consider information concerning alleged violations of
the statutes administered by the Commission, including argument as to whether or not activities
proposed to be taken would be violative of the statute or rule involved. The receipt by the staff
of such information, however, should not be construed as changing the staff’s informal
procedures and proxy review into a formal or adversary procedure.

It is important to note that the staff’s and Commission’s no-action responses to
Rule 14a-8(j) submissions reflect only informal views. The determinations reached in these no-
action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of a company’s position with respect to the
proposal. Onlya court such as a U.S. District Court can decide whether a company is obligated
to include shareholder proposals in its proxy materials. Accordingly a discretionary
determination not to recommend or take Commission enforcement action, does not preclude a
proponent or any shareholder of a company, from pursuing any rights he or she may have against
the company in court, should the management omit the proposal from the company’s proxy
material. -
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January 6, 2009

Shareholder Proposal Submitted by John Kornelakis
Re:

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street NE

Washington, D.C. 20549

via email: shareholderproposals(@sec.gov

Ladies and Gentlemen:

On behalf of our client, Comcast Corporation (the “Company™), we write
to inform you of the Company’s intention to exclude from its proxy statement and
form of proxy for the Company’s 2009 Annual Meeting of Shareholders
(collectively, the “2009 Proxy Materials”) a shareholder proposal (the
“Proposal”) and related supporting statement received from John Komelakis (the
“Proponent”). :

We hereby respectfully request that the Staff of the Division of
Corporation Finance (the “Staff”’) concur in our opinion that the Company may,
for the reasons set forth below, properly exclude the aforementioned proposal
from the 2009 Proxy Materials. The Company has advised us as to the factual
matters set forth below.

Pursuant to Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14D (CF), Shareholder Proposals
(November 7, 2008), question C, we have submitted this letter and the related
correspondence from the Proponent to the Commission via email to
shareholderproposals@sec.gov. Also, in accordance with Rule 14a-8(3), a copy of
this letter and its attachments is being mailed on this date to the Proponent
informing it of the Company’s intention to exclude the Proposal from the 2009
Proxy Materials. The Company plans to file its definitive proxy statement with
the Securities and Exchange Commission (the “SEC”) on or about March 30,
2009. Accordingly, we are submitting this letter not less than 80 days before the
Company intends to file its definitive proxy statement.
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L. INTRODUCTION

The Proposal, which is attached hereto as Exhibit A, requests that the
Company “eliminate all incentives for the CEOS and the Board of Directors.”

Comcast requests that the Staff of the SEC concur with its view that the
Proposal may be properly omitted from its 2008 Proxy Materials pursuant to:

(a) Rule 14a-8(b) because the Proponent failed to undertake to hold the
required securities through the date of the Company’s 2009 Annual Meeting of
Shareholders;

(b) Rule 14a-8(i)(3) because the Proposal is impermissibly vague and
indefinite so as to be inherently misleading; and

(c) Rule 14a-8(i)(1) because the Proposal is not a proper subject for action
by shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the Company’s organization.

I1. REASONS FOR EXCLUSION

A. The Proposal May Be Excluded under Rule 14a-8(b) Because the Proponent
Failed to Provide the Required Undertaking

Rule 14a-8(b)(1) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended,
requires that, to be ¢ligible to submit a proposal for a company’s annual meeting,
a shareholder must (i) have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value, or
1%, of the company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the
meeting for at least one year by the date such shareholder submits the proposal
and (ii) continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting. Under
Rule 14a-8(b)(2), if a proponent is not a registered shareholder of a company and
has not made a filing with the SEC detailing his beneficial ownership of shares in
the company (as described in Rule 14a-8(b)(2)(ii}), such proponent has the burden
to prove that it meets the beneficial ownership requirements of Rule 14a-8(b)(1)
by submitting to the Company (i) a written statement from the “record” holder of
the securities verifying that, at the time the proponent submitted the proposal, the
proponent continuously held the requisite amount of such securities for at least
one year and (ii) the proponent’s own written statement that it intends to continue
to hold such securities through the date of the meeting. If the proponent fails to
provide such proof of ownership at the time the proponent submits the proposal,
the company must notify the proponent in writing of such deficiency within 14
calendar days of receiving the proposal. A proponent’s response to such notice of
deficiency must be postmarked or transmitted electronically to the Company no
later than 14 days from the date the proponent receives the notice of deficiency.

The Company originally received three shareholder proposals (the
“Original Proposal”), which are attached hereto as Exhibit B, from the
Proponent on September 17, 2008 in a letter dated September 13, 2008. In the
letter accompanying the Original Proposal, the Proponent (i) did not provide proof
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that he had continuously held at least $2,000 in market value, or 1%, of the .
Company’s securities entitled to be voted on the Original Proposal at the meeting
for at least one year by the date he submitted the Original Proposal and (ii) did not
provide an undertaking that he intends to hold such securities through the date of
the meeting.

In compliance with the time restrictions set forth in Rule 14a-8, the
Company sent a notice of deficiency (the “Notice of Deficiency”) by fax and
Federal Express to the Proponent on September 29, 2008, attached hereto as
Exhibit C, requesting that he provide the necessary proof and the undertaking
required by Rule 14a-8(b)(1) within 14 calendar days of his receipt of the
Company’s request and indicating that if the Company did not receive such proof
and undertaking within the stated time period, it intended to exclude the Proposal
from the 2009 Proxy Materials. In addition, the Notice of Deficiency informed
the Proponent that under Rule 14a-8(c) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended, a shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for
a particular shareholders’ meeting. The Company therefore requested that the
Proponent select one of the three proposals for submission. The Company further
reserved the right to contest any submission of a revised proposal on substantive
grounds pursuant to Rule 14a-8.

The Proponent responded to the Company’s request on October 3, 2008
with the Proposal. Although the Proponent included only one proposal in the
Proposal in order to comply with Rule 14a-8(c), the Proponent again failed to
provide the necessary proof of beneficial ownership and undertaking required by
Rule 14a-8(b)(1) regarding his ownership of the voting securities of the Company.
Despite the Proponent’s failure to prove his ownership of the required securities,
the Company was subsequently able to independently determine that the
Proponent has held the required securities for the required period. However, the
Company has not received any additional communications from the Proponent
pertaining to the required undertaking. Accordingly, we hereby respectfully
request that the Staff concur in our opinion that the Proposal may be properly
excluded from the 2009 Proxy Materials. '

B. The Proposal May Be Excluded under Rule 14a-8(i)(3) Because It Is
Impermissibly Vague and Indefinite so as To Be Inherently Misleading.

Rule 14a-8(1)(3) permits an issuer to omit a shareholder proposal from its
proxy materials if the proposal is contrary to the Commission’s proxy rules,
including Rule 14a-9, which prohibits false or misleading statements in proxy
soliciting materials. The Staff has consistently concurred with the exclusion of
shareholder proposals under Rule 14a-8(i)(3) when the company demonstrates
“the resolution contained in the proposal is so inherently vague or indefinite that
neither the stockholders voting on the proposal, nor the company in implementing
the proposal (if adopted), would be able to determine with any reasonable
certainty exactly what actions or measures the proposal requires.” Staff Legal
Bulletin No. 14B (Sept. 15, 2004). In Bank of America Corporation (February
17, 2006), the Staff concurred in the exclusion of a shareholder proposal seeking
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to limit the salary increases of the directors of Bank of America. The proposal in
Bank of America Corporation was so vague and indefinite that shareholders
voting on the submission could not be expected to understand what they were
being asked to consider. Similarly, the company would not have known what
actions to take in order to ensure full compliance with the proposal’s
requirements. See also Ford Motor Company (February 27, 2008) (concurring in
exclusion of a shareholder proposal requesting the board to report on Ford’s
efforts to improve the fuel economy on its vehicles such that no Ford vehicles will
indicate that there is a need for any country in the world to buy oil from the
Middle East to fuel the new Ford vehicles); and PG&E Corporation (March 7,
2008) (concurring in exclusion of a shareholder proposal requesting the board to
adopt a bylaw to provide for an independent lead director, using the standard of

. independence set by the Council of Institutional Investors).

The Proposal falls squarely within the criteria for exclusion established by
the Staff because it is vague and fails to provide sufficient guidance for
implementation. The Proposal includes the term “CEOS” without defining that
term or describing which executives would be included within the scope of

“CEOS”. Similarly, the Proposal includes the term “incentives”, which is open to

numerous interpretations. Without guidance regarding the meaning of these
terms, shareholders could not be expected to understand with a reasonable degree
of certainty what the proposal requires and the Company could not be expected to
know with a reasonable degree of certainty what action is expected of it in order
to implement the Proposal if the Proposal is adopted. Because the Staff has
consistently concurred in the exclusion of proposals that are vague or indefinite,
we hereby respectfully request that the Staff concur in our opinion that the
Proposal may be properly excluded from the 2009 Proxy Materials.

C. The Propokal may be Excluded Under Rule 14a-8(i)(1) Because It Is An
Improper Matter for Shareholder Action Under Pennsylvania Law,

Rule 14a-8(i)(1) permits an issuer to omit a shareholder pioposal from its
proxy materials if the proposal is not a proper subject for action by shareholders
under the laws of the jurisdiction of the company’s organization.

(i) The Proposal mandates action on matters that, under Pennsylvania law, fall
within the powers of a company's board of directors. '

Section 1721 of Title 15 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes states
that “[u]nless otherwise provided by statute or in a bylaw adopted by the
sharcholders . . .-the business and affairs of every business corporation shall be

. managed under the direction of, a board of directors.” Article 3 of Comcast’s By-

Laws clearly states that except as otherwise provided by law, the Articles of
Incorporation or these By-Laws, “all powers of the Corporation shall be exercised
by or under the authority of, and the business and affairs of the Corporation shall
be managed under the direction of, the Board of Directors.” Comcast’s Restated
Articles of Incorporation are silent on this issue. For these reasons, the discretion

D
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to provide incentives for Comcast’s executives and directors rests with Comcast’s
board of directors.

(ii) The Proposal is not properly cast as a recommendation or request that the
board of directors take specified action.

The Note to Rule 14a-8(i)(1) states that “[d]epending on the subject
matter, some proposals are not considered proper under state law if they would be -
binding on the company if approved by shareholders.” The Proposal mandates,
rather than requests, that Comcast “[¢]liminate all incentives for the CEOS and.
the Board of Directors.” The proposal is not precatory and is not cast as a
recommendation that the board of directors take any specified action.
Accordingly, we believe the Proposal is not proper for shareholder action under
Pennsylvania law. :

The Staff has consistently concurred that a shareholder proposal
mandating or directing a company’s board of directors to take certain actions is
inconsistent with the discretionary authority granted to the board of directors
under state law and violates of Rule 14a-8(i)(1). Comcast therefore respectfully
requests that the Staff concur with its opinion that the Proposal may be properly
excluded from the 2009 Proxy Materials.

1IX. CONCLUSION

We have concluded that the Proposal may be properly omitted from the
2009 Proxy Materials pursuant to (i) the provisions of Rule 14a-8(b) because the
Proponent has failed to provide an undertaking that he intends to continue to hold
the required amount of the Company’s securities through the date of the
Company’s annual meeting; (ii) the provisions of Rule 14(a)-8(i)(3) because the
Proposal is inherently vague and indefinite so as to be misleading; and (iii) the
provisions of Rule 14a-8(i){1) because the Proposal is not a proper subject for
action by shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the Company’s
organization.

We would be happy to provide you with any additional information and
answer any questions that you may have regarding this subject. Should you

. disagree with the conclusions set forth herein, we respectfully request the

opportunity to confer with you prior to the determination of the Staff’s final
position. Please do not hesitate to call me at (212) 450-4397 or Arthur Block, the
Company’s Senior Vice President, General Counsel and Secretary, at (215) 286-
7564, if we may be of any further assistance in this matter.

Very Truly Yours,
AL A

William Aaronson
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Enclosures

cc: John Komnelakis

Arthur R. Block
Comcast Corporation

January 6, 2009 -
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EXHIBIT A



John Kornelakis

*** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 ***

Cct.3,2008
*** FISMA & OCMB Memorandum M-07-16 ***

Arthur R.Block

Comcast Corporation

One Comcast Center .
Philadelphia, Pa 19103-2838 ' '

T Jehn Kornelakis and Angeline Rornelakis , Shareholders of
Comcast Corporation ,

Submit the following Proposal:

Eliminate all incentives for the CECS and the Board of
Directors.

The reason for the above Proposal iz : The Company's CEQS
and Directors are overpaid. '

Time after time the Executive Branch of our Company. vote
themselves Freebies and especially stock until they have the
majority stock.

The Stockholders invested their hard earned money to see it
disappearing into the hands of the Executive Branch. We urge
all Stockholders to vote °Yes® for our Proposal, for the benefit
of all of us, vhich includes the Executive Branch.

sincerely yours,
j ‘
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EXHIBIT B



John Kornelakis
*** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-18

*** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 ***
Sept 13, 2008

COMCAST INVESTOR RELATIONS
ONE COMCAST CENTER
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

I John Kornelakis and Angeline Kornelakis, Shareholders of
Comcast, Submit the following proposal:
Part (A) Resolve: All Common and Preferred Stocks of Comcast
should be bought by the CEOS and the Board of Directors at the
open market price during the trading day.
Part (B) Resolve: No more back dating the stock or any other

‘Free Options.
Part (C) All travels should be for Comcast business and should
not be related to CECS and Directors benefits.

The reason for the above proposal is:

The Company's CEOS and Directors are overpaid. Time after time
‘the Executive Branch of our Comphny, vote themselves Freebies and
especially stock until they have the majority stocks.

The Stockholders invested their hard earned money to see it
disappearing intc the hands of the Executive Branch. We urge all
Stockholders to vote Yes for this proposal, for the benefit ofnall
of us, which includes the Executive Branch.

Sincerely yours.

(775 Kownedogs,

t .
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Phladeiphia, PA 19103-2838

(comcast, oot

September 29, 2008
YVIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

John Komneclakis

*** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 ™**

Re:  Notice of deflciency regarding shareholder proposal for inclusion in
Comcast’s 2009 Proxy Statement

Dear Mr. Komelakis:

I refer to your letter dated September 13, 2008 and received by Comcast on
September 17, 2008, proposing that (1} all Common and Preferred Stocks of Comcast
should be bought by the CEOs and the Board of Directors at the open market price during
the trading day; (2) there be no more back dating the stock or any other Free Options and
(3) all travels should be for Comeast business and should not be related to CEOs and
Directors benefits,

Rule 14a-8(c) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, states that
ecach sharcholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a particular
shareholders® meeting. You have submitted three (3} proposals for inclusion in
Comecast’s 2009 proxy statement for its 2009 annual meeting,

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(c), we will not be able to consider all three of your
proposals for inclusion in Comcast’s 2009 proxy statement. Within 14 calendar days of
your receipt hereof, please notify us of which one of the three proposals you submitted
for inclusion in Comgeast’s 2009 proxy statement you would like Comcast to consider.
Please note that we reserve the right to contest any submission of a revised proposal on-
substantive grounds pursuant to Rule 14a-8.

Rule 14a-8(b)(1) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, requires
that, to be cligible to submit a proposal for a company's annual meeting, a sharcholder
must (i) have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value, or 1%, of the
company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one
year by the date such shareholder submits the proposal and (i) continue to hold those
securities through the date of the meeting. Upon your submission of the proposals
referred to above, you did not provide the necessary proof of ownership required by
Rule 14a-8(b)(2). Under this Rule, you must prove your beneficial ownership of the
requisite amount of voting securities (i.e. Comcast Class A Common Stock) by
submitting to the company a written statement from the “record” holder of the
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securities verifying that, at the time you submitted your proposal, you
continuously held the requisite amount of such securities for at least one year. In
addition, you must provide the company with a written statement stating that you
intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the 2009 annual
meeting of shareholders.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8, if we do not receive the necessary proof of ownership
from the record holder of your shares or a statemnent by you stating that you intend to
continue to hold the securities through the date of the 2009 annual meeting of
shareholders within 14 calendar days of your receipt hereof, we will not be able to
consider any submission of a revised proposal for inclusion in Comcast’s 2009 proxy
statement. . '

A copy of Rule 14a-8 is enclosed for your reference. We thaok you for your
interest in Comcast. Should you wish to discuss this further, please do not hesitate to

contact me at (215) 286-7564.

Arthur R. Block
Senior Vice President, General
Counsel and Secretary

ce: William Aaronson
Gillian Emmett Moldowan
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When providing the information required by Bxchange
Act Rule 14a-7(a)(1ii), if the reglmm has reccived affirmative written or implicd
consent to delivery of a single copy of proxy materials to a shared address in accor-
dance with Exchange Act Rule 14a-3(¢)(1), it shall exclude from the number of recard
holders thoss to whom it does not have to deliver a scparate proxy statement.

If the registrant is sending the requesting security holder's
mrmahunduim 14a-7 and receives a request from the security holder to fumish
the materials in the form and manner described in § 240.14a-16, the registrant must
accommodate that request.

Rule 14a-8. Shareholder Proposals.**

This section addresses when a company emst include a shareholder's propesal in its
proxy statement and identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company holds an
nnnual oy special meeting of shareholders. In summary, in order to have our sharcholder

mludedonummnylpuxyuxﬂ,mdmcludednlong any supporting
statement in its proxy staternent, you must be cligible and follow certain procedures.
Under a fow speclﬂccircnmsmnm the yispauumdtoexcludo your proposal,
but only sfter submitting its reasons to the jssion. We structured this sectionin s
question-and-answer format so that it is easicr to understand. The references to “yoo”
are to a shareholder seeking to submit the proposal.

(2) Question 1: What is a proposal?

A shareholder proposal wnmommcndnnunorreqmmtmmcwmpmy
and/or its board of directars which you intend to present at a meeting of the
company s sharcholders. Your proposal should state as clearly as possible the course of
action you believe the company should follow, If your proposal is placed on the
h‘mymﬂwmpmymmomdemmfmcfmxymemfw
byhoxunchoicebctweennppmvalordisappmva] or abstention
Unleuothﬂwmemd:cated,thcwmd ‘pmpcsal“uusedmthissecuonmfmbothto

your proposal, and to your carresponding statement in support of your proposal (if any).

(b} Question 2: Who is elipible to submit a proposal, and how do I demonstrate
to the company lhatlameﬁglble?

*Effective Januzry 1, 2008, Rule [4a-7 was amended by removing Notc 3 o § 240.14a-7 g part
of tho amendments rclating to sharcholider choics regerding proxy material. See SEC Relenae Nos.
34-36135; 1C-27911; July 26, 2007. Compliance Dates: “Large accelerated filors,” as that term
is defined in Role 12b-2 under the Securities Exchange Act, not including registered investment
companics, must comply with the amendments regarding proxy solicitations commencing on or
after January 1, 2008, Reginered investment companjes, persons other than issuers, and issuers that
ro pot large accelorated filers conducting proxy solicitations (1) may comply with the amendments
regarding proxy solicitations commencing on or after January 1, 2008 and (2) must comply with
the amendments regarding proxy solicitations commencing on or after January 1, 2009.

**Effective February 4, 2008, Rule 14a-8 was amended by revising peragraph (c)(1) as part of
the smaller reporting company regulatory relief and simplification rules. See SEC Relesss Nos, 33-
BE76: 34-56994; 39-2451: December 19, 2007, For compliance dates, ses SEC Release No, 33.8876
and the note in the Red Bax Regulaton 5-B booklet,

Bffective January 10, 2008, Ruls 14a-8 was amended by revising paragraph (i)(8) to penmit the
exciusion of certatn shareholder proposals related to the election of directors. The SEC adopted the
amendment to provide certainty regerding the maaning of this provision in response to the district
court decliion in AFSCME v, AIG, No. 05-2825cv (ch.n' Sept. 5, 2006). See SEC Release No.
34.56914; 1C-28075; December 6, 2007,
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(1) In axder to be eligible to submit & proposal, you must have continpously held at
Ieast $2,000 in market value, or 1%, of the company’s securitics entitled to be voted on
the proposat at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal. You
muxtoonﬁnnetoholdtlmesecnﬁﬁuﬂmghﬂmdmdﬂwmﬁng.

(2) If you arc the registered lnlm securitics, which means that your name
appears in ths company s records asa Ider, the company can verify youreligibility
on its own, althongh you will still have to provide the with & written statement
that you intend to continue to hold the securities the date of the meeting of
shareholders. However, if like many shareholders you are not a registered holder, r.he
company likely does not know that you erc a sharcholder, or how many shares you own.
In thig case, at the time you submit your proposal, you must prove your eligibility to the
oompanymoneoftwoways

()Theﬁmwnyumsubnmmthecompanm{awmmnmwmmﬁomﬁw“rmrﬁ”
holder of your securities (usually a broker or bank) verifying that, at the time you submit-
ted your proposal, you continuously held the securitics for at least one year. You must
also include your own written statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities
through the date of the meeting of sharcholders; or

(ii) The sccond way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule
13D, Schedule 13G, Form 3, Form 4 and/or Form 5, or amendmients to those documents
or upiated forms, reﬁecnngyonrownmmp of the shares as of or before the date on

wtnchtlnom-ywehgib:mypenodbegms If you have filed one of these documents

with the SBC, yon may demonstrate your eligibility by submitting to the company:

(A) A copy of the schedule andfor form, and any subscquent amendiments reporting
a change in your ownership level;

(B) Your written statement that you continuously held the required number of shares
for the one-year period es of the date of the statement; and

(C)mennmmmmgmmyouinmdmoonﬁuneomhipofmemmm
the date of the company’s annual or special meeting.

(c) Question 3: How many proposals mey I submit?

Each sharcholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a particular
shareholders’ meeting.

(d) Question 4: How long can my proposal be?

The proposal, including any accompanying supporung statoment, may pot exceed
300 words.

(e) Quesﬂon 5: What ks the deadline for submitting a proposal?

*(1) 1f you are submitting yonr proposat for the company's annual mecting, you can
in most cascs find the deadline in last year's c‘m tatement. However, if the company
did not hold an annoal meeting last year, or ged the date of its meeting for this
year more than 30 days from last year's mecting, you can usually find the deadline in
meoftheemnpany squaﬂedyrepmtanuFormlO—Q(!%DSOsnofumchnptu) orin

*Effective Februtry 4, 2008, Rule 14a-8 was amended by revising paragraph (£)(1) aa part of
the smalley reporting company regutatory relief and rimplification rutes. See SEC Release Nos, 33-
B876; 34-56994; 39-2451; December 19, 2007. For complinnce dates, see SEC Release No. 33-8876
and the note in the Red Bax Regulation 5-B boaklet.
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shareholder reports of investment compani¢s under § 270.30d-1 of this of the
Investment Company Act of 1940. In order to avoid coniroveny, sharcholders should
submit their proposals by means, including clectronic means, that permit them to prove
the date of delivery,

(2) The deadline is calculated in the followmg manner if the is submitted
for aregularly scheduled annusl meeting. The proposal must be ved atthe company's
principal exccutive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the date of the com-
pany 3 proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the previous ycar's
. However, if the company did not hold an anngal meeting the previous
ear.onfthe ofthuyear'san.nunlmwunghasbemchmgedbymmthmwdays
the date of the provious year's mecting, then the deadline is a reasonable time before

the company begins to print and scnd its proxy materials,

(3) If you are submi your proposal for a meeting of sharcholders other than a
hﬂy%eﬂm&n&mng the deadline is a reasonable time before the company
beginstopnntandsmdmpmxymmhla

(f) Question 6: What if I fail to follow one of the or procedural require-
ments explained in answers to Questions I through 4 of this Rule 14a-82

(])'l'hccmnpanymnyexchzdc proposal, but after it has notifi u of the
problem, end you have failed Mﬁ?mwltﬂnldwmaym!&dm
your , the company must notify you in writing of any or eligibility
dcﬁmes,uwclluofﬂnnmcfmncfmyom ‘our response must be
posum:ted.ormnmmdclecuumcnﬂy.nohmrmanl daysfromthe date you received
the company's notification. A y need not ide you such notice of a deficiency
xfthcdeﬁmmyunnmbemmhul youfmltosubmxupms::dbytm

determined deadline. If the company intends to exclude the proposal,
nwxﬁ laterm tlt?makeamhmxsswn under Rule 148-8 and provide you with & copy
under Question 10 below, Role 14a-8(j).

(Z)Ifyoufml in your promise to hold the required number of securities through the
date of the of sharcholders, then the company will be jtted to exclude all
of your proposals iumoxymamnalsfornnynweuns E in the following two
calendar years.

() Question 7: Who hes the burden of persuading the Commission or its staff
that my proposal can be excluded?

Except as otherwise nated, the burden is on the company te demonstrate that it is
entitled to excluds a proposal.

(h) Question 8: Must [ a at the shareholders’ meeting to present
the 3 ppear persunally ngtop

(1) Either you, or your representative who is qualified under state law to t the
proposal on your behalf, must attend the meeting to present the proposal. you
attend the meoeting yourself or send a qualified representative to the meeting in your
place, you should make sure thet you, J;ourrewcscutanve. follow the proper state law

for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposal.

(D) it::cmﬁumpany kolds its ahmholdﬂmﬁnginWlaormpntmelwtmmc
medm. COMpANY PErmits you ar your represcntative 1o present your proposal via
such media, then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the
mwtmgtoappearmpu!on.

(3) If you or your qualified ropresentative fail to and present the proposal,
without good cause, the company will be permitted to all of your proposals from
its proxy materials for any meetings held i dufol]owmgtwocalendaryun
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(i) Question 9: If I have complied with the procedural requirements, on what
other bases may a company rely to exclude my proposal?

(1) Improper Under Siate Law: If the proposal is nolapmpersubjectforacnon by
sharcholders cnder the laws of the jurisdiction of the company’s organization;

Depending on the subject matter, some proposals
notoonuderedpmperundcrmlnwlfmcy woulﬁcbindmgonﬂmcompanyif
approved by shareholdus.lnourexpmence.nmtpmposalsthalmmtasrwom—
mendations or requests that the board of directors take ified action arc proper
understateJaw, Accurdingly, we will assume thata drafted asa.
tion or suggestion is proper unless the company demonstrates otherwise,

(2) Violation of Law: If the proposal would, if implemented, cause the company to
violate any state, federal, or foreign law to which it ig subject;

‘We will not app ﬁ’j ly this basis for exclusion to permit

exchuon of uproposa! on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance

with the foreign law would result in g violation of any state or law.

G)Wohdanaﬂ’mnxnks'lﬂhe m{rﬂ ing statement is contrary to
Rule 142-9, which prohibits materially

of the Commission’s proxy rules, §
Ec misleading statements in proxy whcmng materials;

(4) Personal Grisvancs; Special Interest: If the proposal relates to the redress of a

claim or ce against the company or any other person, or if it is designed

to result in a benefit 1o you, or to further a personal interest, which is not shared by the
other shareholders at large;

(5) Rolevance: If the proposal rclates to operations which account for Jess than 5
percent of the company's total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year, and for less
thanSpnmmnaf:tanctem;n::igaandgrossaalcsformmnstmmtﬁscalyear and is not
otherwise significantly related to the company's business;

(6) Absence of Power/Authority: If the company would lack the power or authority
to implement the proposal;

(7) Management Functions: If the proposal deals with umdamgtom com-
pany's ordinary business operations;

*(8) Relates to Election: If the proposal relates to a nomination or an election for

membership on the company’ s board of dircctors or analogous governing oraproce-
dure for such nomination or election; body

()] C’oaﬂim with Company’s Proposal: If the proposal directly conflicts with one
of the company’s own proposals to be submitted to sharcholders at the same meeting;

- A company's submission to the Commission under this
Rule 14a-8 shouid specify the paints of conflict with the company's proposal.

*Effective January 10, 2008, paragraph {i)(8) of Rule 14a-8 was amended to permit the exclusion
of certain shareholder proposals related to the election of directors, The SEC adopted the amendment
to provide certainty regarding the meaning of this provision in response to the district court decision
in AFSCME v. AIG, No. 05-2825-cv (24 Cir., Sept. 5, 2006). Sez SEC Release No, 34-56914;
IC-28073; December &, 2007,
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(10} Substantially Implemented: If the company has already substantially imple-
mented the proposzl;

(11) Duplication. If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal previously
submitted to the company by another proponeat that will be included in the company's
proxy materials for the same meeting;

(12) Resubmissions: Hihe proposal deals with substantially the same subject matteras
another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously included in the company’s
proxy materials within the preoedinis calendar , 8 company may excluds it from
its {xoxg materials for any meeting held within 3 calendar years of the Iast time it was
inc! if the proposal received: :

(i} Leas than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding 5 calendar years;

(ii) Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposad twice
previonsly within the preceding 5 calendar years; or

(iii) Lesa than 10% of the votz on its last submission to sharcholders if proposed three
times or more previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; and

(13} Specific Amount of Dividends: If the proposal relates to specific amounts of
cash or stock dividends.

(j) Question 10: What procedures must the company follow if it intends to exciude
my proposal? :

(1) If the company intends to exclude a from its proxy materials, it nest file
its reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its definitive
Pproxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission. The company must simaltane-
ously provide you with a copy of its submission. The Commission staff may permit the
company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company files its definitive
{ﬁemmgunmtmdhmofmxy.ﬁmcmydummmsgmdcmefmmm

deadline.

(2) The company must file six paper copies of the following:
(i) The proposal;

(ii) An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal,
which should, if possible, refer to the most recent applicable authority, such as pricr
Divigion letters issued under the rule; and

(iii) A supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons arc based on matters of state
or fareign law,

(k) Question 11: May I submit my own statement to the Commission responding
to the company’s arguments?

Yes, you may submit a response, but it is not required. Yoo should try to submit any
response to us, with a copy to the company, as soon as possible after the company makes
its submission. This way, the Commission staff will have time to consider fully your
submission before it issues its response. Yoo should sobmit six paper copies of your re-
sponse.

(1) Question 12: If the company includes nry shareholder proposal with its
mamhk,wh!hfmaﬂonabm{m;mi[ﬁ:dudeﬂmgmmm
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{1) The company's proxy statement must include your name and address, as well as
the number of the company’s voting securities that you hold. However, instead of provid-
ing that information, the corpany may instead include a statement that it will provide
the information to sharcholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written request.

(2) The company is nat responsible for the contents of your proposal or supporting
staiemnent.

{m) Question L3: What can I do if the company includes in its proxy statement
reasons why it believes shareholders shonald not vote in favor of my proposal, and I
disagree with some of its statementa?

(1) The company may clect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it belicves
shareholders should vote against your proposal. The company is allowed to make argn-
ments reflecting its own point of view, just &3 you may express your own point of view
in your proposal’s supporting statement.

(2) However, if you believe that the company’s opposition to your proposal containg
mateqially falsc or misleading statements that may violate our anti-fraud rle, Rule 14a-
9, you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company a letter explaining
the reasons for your view, along with a copy of the company's statements oppesing your
proposal. To the extent possible, your letter should include specific factual information
demonstrating the inaccnracy of the company’s claims. Time permitting, you may wish
mu-yugv_forkm?f}yom'diﬂuencu with the company by yourself before contacting the
Commission staff.

{3) We require the company to send you a copy of its statements opposing your pro-
posal before it sends its proxy materials, so that you may bring to our attention any
materially false or misteading statements, under the following timeframes:

(1) If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or
supporting statemnent a3 a condition to requiring the company to include it in its proxy
materials, then the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition statcments
nolaterthan 5 calendar days after the cornpany receives acopy of yourrevised proposal: or

(il) In all other cases, the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition
statemonts no later than 30 calendar days before it files definitive copies of its proxy
statement and form of proxy under Rule 14a-6.

Rule 142-9. False or Misleading Statements.

(a) No solicitation subject to this regulation shall be made by means of any proxy
statcment, form of proxy, notice of meeting or other communication, written or oral,
containing any statement which, at the time and in the light of the circumstences under
which it is made, is falsc or misleading with respect to any material fact, ar which omits
to state any material fact necessary in arder to maks the statements therein not false or
misleading or pecessary to correct eny statement in any carlier communication with re-
spect to the solicitation of a proxy for the same mesting or subjoct matter which has
become false or misleading.

(b) The fact that a proxy statement, form of proxy or other soliciting material has
been filod with or examined by the Commission £hall not be deemed a finding by the
Commission that such material is accarate or complete or not false or misleading, or that
the Commission has passed upon the merits of or approved any statement contained
therein or any matter to be acted upon by secarity holders. No representation contrary to
the faregoing shall be made.

END




